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- _Ju'ry_j28,2-1997

Ms Kate Hansel Co
" CALFED Bay-Delta Program Ofﬁce -
-+ - 1416 Ninth Street, Surte 1155
s Sacramento, CA 95814

:‘ ,Dear Ms Hansel

. The Plannrng and Conservatron League (PCL) in collaboratlon w1th Untversrty of Cahforma _
- ﬁshery blologlsts and water resource engineers from Harza Engmeenng Company, is interested -
Cin performmg a study to assess the feasibility. of restoring the steclhead and salmon: fishery in the o
~ upper basins. of the. Amerrcan Rrver watershed, an idea we first proposed to. CALFED m June of

- 1995, Smce then, the idea appears to have become a hlgh prlorrty item, for CALFED '

'-;The June 12 1997 CALFED “Amerlcan Rlver Techmcal Team Meetrng Report” for example
~ . lists evaluation of the technical feasrbﬂrty of reintroducing steclhead above Folsom Dam as.a .
B high priority recommendatron for Category III funding.. The study also underscores the need for
" © a number of closely related projects that would benefit steelhead and chmook salmon, mcludmg
a Folsom Dam Temperature Control Device; Folsom Reservorr Cold Water Pool Management 3
o ,f"and Flood Contro] Channel. Improvements * Because each of the 1tems noted in thé Technical
.. Team Meeting Report ‘would be- ¢ritical to our proposed study, we beheve that thls study can
E “dlrectly advance 1mportant CALPED Bay—Delta Program ob}ectwes ' : -

"Based on’ our prevrous 1nvest1gat10ns, we believe the. upper Amencan can provrde surtable |

' habitat for steethead and salmon. ‘We wish to investigate this biological question in more detail =~
. and ‘then address the engmeertng, ﬁnanc1al and polrtrcal means for remtroducmg these ﬁsh to o
',thelr h1storlc hab1tats _' S : : : .

"ThlS Inqulry Subrmttal is 1ntended to not1fy the CALFED Bay Delta Pro gram staff of our 1nterest '
_in pursuing Category [1l funding for out proposed study and. to. elicit- your assessment of the . _
AR suttabrhty of the scope of work we envision, ‘Tf you believe our- general coneept. is; surtable we
e would partrcularly welcome comments from staff that would aid us-in preparmg a-‘formal -

Chairman proposa] that would conform thh the - Ob]CCUVCS of Bay Delta Program and that would be§ Y
David L, Hirsch - X
g::f;smn e Harza Engmeermg Company, under contract w1th the Bureau of Reclamatron ‘was closely mvolyed mn

- Russell Faure-Brac

" Robert Kirkwood
El}en Maldnnado

" wi 11 tam Wllcoxen

Hamiet Burgoss * performmg varlous engrneermg studies for the' recently mstalled TCD at’ Shasta Lake. .
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submitted. i in J anuary 1998 We ‘would use the time between now and next Janua,ry to ra:lse\ o

- rnatchmg funds to’ support tlns prOJect plan the scope of work, and develop a full proposal

B Background

Prior 10 development the three main. forks of the American River offered ‘a highly productive

- habitat that supported spring, summer and fall run chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) - o
“and summer steelhead raibew trout (O. Myk1ss) Now no anadromous fish. ascend the .~

o 'Amerrcan River ahove Nimbus Dam and the river supports only a relic fall ‘chinook fishery ° '7

downstream of the dam. The curfent ﬁshery is sustalned by Juvemle fall chmook from N1mbus o

, _Hatchery plus some natural river recruitment,

o Ma] or ernphas1s w1ll be placed on the biological requlrements of restorlng the steelhead ﬁshery -

because most . of then: historjc spawnmg and rearing hab1tat is now upstream of the dams
: »Sprmg—run chmook Wﬂl alsn be a pr10r1ty spec1es for thls study

N Approach '

~ Our planned approach 1s d1v1ded 1nto four closely coordlnated 1terat1ve act1v1t1es

1y 1dent1ﬁcat1on coordlnatlon and dlscuss1on w1th local stakeholders R
~2) - assessment of the biological requirements for ﬁshery restoratlon B L
3) . engineering studies to develop and evaluate opttons for ﬁshery restoratlon that are

© - supported by the stakeholder community; and. -~ -
S ) B 1dent1ﬁcat10n of potent1al funding sources for prOJect 1mplementatton

= Fach of the four actrvrtres is descr1bed brlefly below

"_.fStakeholder Coordmatmn This effort will focus on determmmg how groups and 1nd1v1duals"_'_f
~-who would be affected by’ changes in management of the- American River will likely react to-

. various alternatives for restoring the American River ﬁshery For example, since spring-run’
S “salmon and summer. steelhead seek deep: pools of cool water, raftmg on the South Fork of the L
o Alnerlcdn R.Wer may disturb ﬁsh 1ntroduced to this area _ . -

o A goal of sta.keholder coordma’uon will- be to determme early in the study, the degree of

- gcceptance likely 10 be-given to various river management options. In particular, elimination of =~ -

- elements that aré unacceptable to stakeholders will narrow the field of alternatrves to those S
T contalnmg elements wh1ch have besn well recewed by stal(eholders B S L

Btologtcal Assessment Th1s activity W111 focus on’ ﬁeld studles to begtn in the late sprlng or' '

“early summer of 1998 as. ﬂows permit. The field work will 1nclude a survey of the South and

- Middle Forks followed by a survey of the North Fork. Field: results and information: from -

. pievious studies by Peter Moyle will enable our ﬁshery biologists .10 ~work closely . with
 stakeholders and engineering staff to develop initial management elements and to help guide the -
‘ evolutlon of alternatives as some elements are d1scarded wh1le others are retamed and reﬁned s

- fbased on stakeholder response
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Ve We Iook forward 10 your comments on this proposed study

B ._'Gerald Meral,Pt 4 ;

' 4E glneerlng Studles Based on review of earher studles and on our: own' reconnaJSsanee of

, “Nimbus’ Dam; Folsom Dam, North Fork Dam and the Auburn Dam. d1vers1on tunnel (performed 3
“~in August, 1995) we believe that there are no fundamental engrneermg obstacles to moving. adult™

.steelhead and salmon to the-upper basin nor to moving JuVemles downstream However, while ST

.7 Yintreduction of adult fish into the upper basin and movement of juveniles from the upper basit, .
- . appear to be possible technically, critical questions remain about. how. best to ‘effect these ..~
-+ transfers; what impact various optrons ‘may have on important’ stakeholders what the costs of
" 'these options are likely to be; and whether restoration of the American River fishery would: - oo
"+ compare.favorably: with other: restoratlon options seekmg -support from the Bay-Delta program.

' - _and. ather sourees, - Englneerlng activities would cénter on defining basie’ alternatlves thatwo L
" . satisfy the biological ‘requirements for reintroducing steelhead and sa‘lmon and strengthenmg SR
o *a]ternatwes that are favored by stakeholders . e T e

'-':'Identrﬁcatzon of Fundlng and Development of Consensus Around An Acoeptable apgl
.. ‘Achiévable Plan. -Ifithe process followed in the first three alternatives leads.to-the conclusion |- =
-+ that there. are one or more ‘options that- would 1) be successful in reestabhshmg the | 1shery, and--"-‘;_‘ i
" that*2) enjoy broad stakeholder suppert, the final stage of the study would be to developf S

- feasibility level cost estimates for these alternatives and to. 1nvest1gate fuudlng strateg1es These:‘, L

" options would be presented to the stakeholders for comment and, “following, ﬁnal dlscussmn AECIRS

. _ Peter Moyl -
- Executive Director- -~ Proféssor of Frsherles Brology‘ -+ Manager, -

‘Harza Engmeerrng Cornpan
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S with stakeholders, a fea51b111ty report would be produced that presents the . preferred op‘rlon or_ .
o -,Optlons and descrlbes avenues for fundmg and 1mplementmg the ﬁshery restoratlon T PR

: ,:Davrd Mlller :th_-'{' \:;f__ RS

| '::'f;;g'.PCL Foundauon N UC Dav1s L Water Management Servroes,."::' '
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